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Art Unit: 2162 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to communication filed November 27, 2006. 

2. Claims 1- 19 are pending in this Office Action. 

3. This application claims priority of foreign application No. 2003-0061 14, filed on 
January 14, 2003. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant argues: 

Applicant argues that Kotani reference (US Pub. No. 2004/0126094) has a filing date 
of July 22, 2003, which is after the January 14, 2003 priority date of Document 
JP 2003-006114. Therefore, the rejections under 35 U.S.C § 103 of last Office Action should 
be withdrawn (page 8, paragraph 3). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant that the rejection of last Office 
Action should be withdrawn. However, examiner agrees with the applicant that Kotani 
reference was filed July 22, 2003 but has a priority date of document JP 2002-224884 
filed August 1 , 2002. 

In determining priority of invention under MPEP 2217[R-5](g)(1), "there shall be 
considered not only the respective dates of conception and reduction to practice of the 
invention, but also the reasonable diligence of one who was first to conceive and last to 
reduce to practice, from a time prior to conception by the other". The priority date of 
Kotani (August 1, 2002) is earlier that applicant's claimed priority date (January 14, 
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2003); therefore, Kotani reference is available and valid as reference in prosecuting this 
instant application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 - 4, 8 - 1 1 , and 1 6 - 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over USPN 5,131,31 1 issued to Murakami et al (hereinafter "Murakami") 
in view of US Pub. No. 2004/0126094 A1 issued to Takuya Kotani (hereinafter 
"Kotani"). 

Regarding claim 1, Murakami discloses a performance information reproducing 
apparatus comprising: 

a file storage device that stores a musical tone data file, in which musical tone 
information is recorded (column 2, lines 40-46: Examiner interprets "musical 
performance of the music data" as "musical tone information"), and at least one media 
data file, in which at least one other type of media information is recorded (column 4, 
lines 39 - 42: Examiner interprets "Image information" as "media information" that is 
been stored on "CD disk 10" which is been interpreted as ""media data file"), together 
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with a management file in which reading manners of the musical tone data file and the 
media data files are recorded (Kotani: page 3, paragraph 55); and 

a reproduction data generating device that generates, based on the musical tone 
data file (column 2, lines 46 - 49: Examiner interprets "reproducing means" as 
"reproduction data generating device). 

Murakami does not explicitly disclose management file as claimed. 

Kotani discloses the management file (page 4, paragraph 61), reproduction data 
that designates the musical tone information and the media data file to be reproduced, 
using designation information in a same format as the musical tone information (page 3, 
paragraphs 53 - 54). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at the time of the 
present invention to combine the cited references because Kotani's teaching of 
"management file" would allow Murakami's system to group or categorize media 
objects. The motivation is that these image, audio or movie data are separated into 
identical group and stored in one directory. This makes it easy and less expensive to 
locate these media information. 

Regarding claim 2, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claim 1. 

Murakami further discloses wherein said file storage device stores a plurality of 
media data files, in which a plurality of types of media information are recorded, 
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respectively (column 5, lines 55 - 68: Examiner interprets "image", music data" as 
"media information"). 

Regarding claim 3, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claims 1 and 2. 

Katoni further discloses wherein the plurality of media data files, in which the 
plurality of types of media information are recorded, respectively, comprise an audio 
data tile, and a video data file (page 3, paragraph 53). 

Regarding claim 4, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claim 1 . 

Katoni further discloses wherein the management file comprises file names of the 
media data file (Fig. 2 and page 3, paragraph 55), and pieces of timing data indicative of 
timing of start of reproduction of the media data file, the file names and the pieces of 
timing data being arranged in order of reproduction (page 1 , paragraph 11). 

Regarding claim 8, Murakami discloses a performance information reproducing 
apparatus comprising: 

a file storage device that stores a musical tone data file, in which musical tone 
information is recorded column 2, lines 40 - 46: Examiner interprets "musical 
performance of the music data" as "musical tone information"), and at least one media 
data file, in which at least one other type of media information is recorded (column 4, 
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lines 39 - 42: Examiner interprets "Image information" as "media information" that is 
been stored on "CD disk 10" which is been interpreted as ""media data file"), together 
with a management file in which reading manners of the musical tone data file and the 
media data files are recorded (Kotani: page 3, paragraph 55); 

a reproduction data generating device that generates, based on the musical tone 
data file (column 2, lines 46 - 49: Examiner interprets "reproducing means" as 
"reproduction data generating device); 

a reproduction data storage device that stores the generated reproduction data 
(column 3, line 54 - column 4, line 2); 

a reading device that reads the reproduction data from said reproduction data 
storage device in accordance with reproduction clock for the musical tone information 
(Fig. 8 (B) and column 6, lines 54 - 57); 

and a reproducing device that reads the media data file designated by the read 
reproduction data, and reproduces the musical tone information in the reproduction data 
(column 3, line 54 - column 4, line 2) and the media information in the media data file in 
synchronism with each other (column 5, lines 20 - 22). 

Murakami does not explicitly disclose management file as claimed. 

Kotani discloses the management file (page 4, paragraph 61), reproduction data 
that designates the musical tone information and the media data file to be reproduced, 
using designation information in a same format as the musical tone information (page 3, 
paragraphs 53 - 54). 



Application/Control Number: 10/757,120 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2162 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at the time of the 
present invention to combine the cited references because Kotani's teaching of 
"management file" would allow Murakami's system to group or categorize media 
objects. The motivation is that these image, audio or movie data are separated into 
identical group and stored in one directory. This makes it easy and less expensive to 
locate these media information. 

Regarding claim 9, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claim 8. 

Murakami further discloses a performance information reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 8, wherein said file storage device stores a plurality of media data 
files, in which a plurality of types of media information are recorded, respectively 
(column 5, lines 55 - 68: Examiner interprets "image", music data" as "media 
information"). 

Regarding claim 10, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claims 8 and 9 respectively. 

Katoni discloses a performance information reproducing apparatus according to 
claim 9, wherein the plurality of media data files, in which the plurality of types of media 
information are recorded, respectively, comprise an audio data tile, and a video data file 
(page 3, paragraph 53). 
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Regarding claim 11, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claim 8. 

Katoni further discloses a performance information reproducing apparatus 
according to claim 8, wherein the management file comprises file names of the media 
data file (Fig. 2 and page 3, paragraph 55), and pieces of timing data indicative of timing 
of start of reproduction of the media data file, the file names and the pieces of timing 
data being arranged in order of reproduction (page 1, paragraph 11). 

Claim 16 is essentially the same as claim 1 except that it sets forth the claimed 
invention as a method rather than an apparatus and therefore rejected for the same 
reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Claim 17 is essentially the same as claim 8 except that it sets forth the claimed 
invention as a method rather than an apparatus and therefore rejected for the same 
reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Claim 18 is essentially the same as claim 8 except that it sets forth the claimed 
invention as reproducing program rather than an apparatus and therefore rejected for 
the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 
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Claim 19 is essentially the same as claim 8 except that it sets forth the claimed 
invention as reproducing program rather than an apparatus and therefore rejected for 
the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

7. Claims 5-7, and 12 - 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Murakami in view of Kotani and further in view of USPN 4,942,551 
issued to Klappert et al (hereinafter "Klappert"). 

Regarding claim 5, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject matter as 
discussed in claims 1 and 4 respectively. 

Murakami or Kotani does not explicitly teach MIDI event as claimed. 

Klappert discloses wherein the musical tone data file comprises MIDI events, and 
pieces of timing data indicative of MIDI clock timing of start of processing the MIDI 
event, the MIDI events and the pieces of timing data being arranged in order of 
reproduction (column 4, lines 49 - 56). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at the time of the 
present invention to combine the cited references because Klappert's teaching of "MIDI" 
would allow Murakami and Kotani's system connect together music synthesizers, music 
instruments and computer. The motivation is that MIDI devices are used for creating, 
recording and playing back music. Incorporating MIDI device into Murakami and 
Kotani's system simplifies the process of reproduction of musical data. 
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Regarding claim 6, Murakami, Kotani and Klappert disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed in claims 1 , 4 and 5 respectively. 

Kotani further discloses wherein the reproduction data comprises file names of 
the media data file, and pieces of timing data indicative of MIDI clock timing of start of 
reproduction of the media data file (Klappert: column 4, lines 49 - 56 "please refer 
rejection of claim 5"), the file names and the pieces of timing data being arranged in 
order of reproduction (Fig. 2 and page 3, paragraphs 55 and 56). 

Regarding claim 7, Murakami, Kotani and Klappert disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed in claims 1 , 4, 5 and 6 respectively. 

Klappert further discloses wherein the timing data indicative of MIDI clock timing 
of start of reproduction of the media data file is generated from data indicative of timing 
recorded in the management file (column 4, lines 49 - 53). 

Regarding claim 12, Murakami and Kotani disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed in claims 8 and 1 1 respectively. 

Murakami or Kotani does not explicitly teach MIDI event as claimed. 

Klappert discloses wherein the musical tone data file comprises MIDI events, and 
pieces of timing data indicative of MIDI clock timing of start of processing the MIDI 
event, the MIDI events and the pieces of timing data being arranged in order of 
reproduction (column 4, lines 49 - 56). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills in the art at the time of the 
present invention to combine the cited references because Klappert's teaching of "MIDI" 
would allow Murakami and Kotani's system connect together music synthesizers, music 
instruments and computer. The motivation is that MIDI devices are used for creating, 
recording and playing back music. Incorporating MIDI device into Murakami and 
Kotani's system simplifies the process of reproduction of musical data 

Regarding claim 13, Murakami, Kotani and Klappert disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed in claims 8, 11 and 12 respectively. 

Kotani further discloses wherein the reproduction data comprises file names of 
the media data file, and pieces of timing data indicative of MIDI clock timing of start of 
reproduction of the media data file (Klappert: column 4, lines 49 - 56 "please refer 
rejection of claim 5"), the file names and the pieces of timing data being arranged in 
order of reproduction (Fig. 2 and page 3, paragraphs 55 and 56). 

Regarding claim 14, Murakami, Kotani and Klappert disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed in claims 8, 11, 12 and 13 respectively. 

Klappert further discloses wherein the timing data indicative of MIDI clock timing 
of start of reproduction of the media data file is generated from data indicative of timing 
recorded in the management file (column 4, lines 49 - 53). 
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Regarding claim 15, Murakami, Kotani and Klappert disclose the claimed subject 
matter as discussed in claims 8, 11, 12, 13 and 14 respectively. 

Klappert further discloses wherein the reproduction clock for the musical tone 
information is MIDI clock, and wherein whenever timing corresponding to the timing 
data indicative of MIDI clock timing of start of reproduction of the media data file is 
reached, the media data file having the file name corresponding to the MIDI clock timing 
is read from said file storage device (column 5, lines 48 - 55). 

Prior Art of Record 

8. The Prior Art made of record but not relied upon are pertinent to the prosecution 
of this application: 

a. GB 2,342,831 A - Kosei Terada. 

b. US Pub No. 2004/0050237 A1 - Seung-Yong Lee. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fred I. Ehichioya whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4034. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on 571-272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic . 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Fred I. Ehichioya 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2162 





February 6, 2007 



